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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR LI 14 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1. 1 14, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1. 17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 10/10/05 has been entered. 

Notice to Applicant 

2. In amendment filed 10/10/05, the following has occurred: Claims 1, 3, 6 and 8-16 have 
been amended, claims 17-33 have been withdrawn and claims 34-75 have been canceled. Now 
claims 1-16 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

3. The rejection under 35 USC § 101 has been withdrawn by the Examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The rejection under 35 USC § 1 12 has been withdrawn by the Examiner. 

Specification 

5. The amendment filed 10/10/05 is objected to under 35 U.S.C 132 because it introduces 
new matter into the disclosure. 35 U.S.C. 132 states that no amendment shall introduce new 
matter into the disclosure of the invention. The added material which is not supported by the 
original disclosure is as follows: 

The newly added recitation of "generate signals used to present actual flight offered by 
the participating airlines available for selection by the customer based on the geographic and 
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non-graphic flight parameters stored in the record" within claim 1 appears to constitute new 
matter. In particular, Applicant does not point to, nor was the Examiner able to find, any support 
for generate signals used to present actual flight offered by the participating airlines within the 
specification as originally filed. As such, Applicant is respectfully requested to clarify the above 
issues and to specifically point out support for the newly added limitations in the originally filed 
specification and claims. 

Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in the reply to this Office action. 

6. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. § 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making and using it, 
in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is 
most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying 
out his invention. 
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7. The specification is objected to under 35 U.S.C. § 112, first paragraph, because the 
specification, as originally filed, does not provide support for the invention as is now claimed for 
the reasons given in section 5 above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

8. Claim 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as containing subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled 
in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention and for the reasons set forth in the objection to the specification above. 

Claims 2-16 incorporate the deficiencies of independent claim 1 through dependency, and 
are also rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 1-11 and 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. 5,897,620 to Walker et al in view of "Hawaiian Air to Offer Tickets Through 
ATMs" by Wall Street Journal. 

As per claim 1, Walker et al. teaches a pre-paid airline ticket comprising a record of an 
advance-purchase of an airline ticket for a fixed price to be utilized by a customer to book a 
flight, the pre-paid airline ticket including an identifier, the identifier uniquely identifying the 
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pre-paid airline ticket and operable to be utilized by the customer to book a flight, and, 
associated with identifier, a plurality of geographic flight parameters and a plurality of non- 
geographic flight parameters, at least one of the plurality of geographic flight parameter being 
unspecified. These limitations are met by the unspecified-time ticket that includes receiving 
identification of flight information such as destination location and departure times, special fares 
and also receiving information regarding booking a ticket at the special fares (see: column 3, 
lines 1-1 1). In addition, Walker et al. teach a CPU (305, Fig. 3) that is coupled to an electronic 
mail processor (322, Fig. 3) for processing and storing e-mail message transmitted between the 
CPU (305, Fig. 3) and the various travel agents, airlines and the like (see: column 7, lines 61-65). 
Furthermore, Walker et al. teach that the processor communication with a memory device, and 
the processor is configured to: create a list for air travel, make special fare list available, 
determine which flight satisfy the user request, select a particular flight and provide notification 
of flight information (see: column 22, lines 32-47). In an alternative embodiment, Walker et al. 
also teaches traveler could receive a verification code and use it to pick up a ticket at the airline's 
desk prior to departure (see: column 15, lines 46-49). 

Walker et al fails to teach an identifier associated with the uniquely identifying the 
record for the customer to user to exercise the pre-paid, fixed price option. 

Wall Street Journal teaches that Hawaiian Air plans to allow customer and non-customer 
of Bank of Hawaii to buy flight coupons through the bank's ATMs 24 hours a day using a card 
issued by the bank or a major credit card (see: paragraph 4). Furthermore, the coupon or "open 
ticket" will be valid for a year and will cost the same as those purchase from the airline or travel 
agency. The customer will need to contact Hawaiian Air to reserve space on their desired flight 
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(see: paragraph 4). Since Hawaiian Air is issuing "open tickets" which are valid for year the 
skilled artisan expects an "open ticket" to include an identifier identifying the pre-paid airline 
ticket and operable to be utilized by the customer to book a flight. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to include Hawaiian Air's "open tickets" as taught by the Wall Street 
Journal within the unspecified-time airline ticket as taught by Walker et al. with the motivation 
of providing the customer with a method to purchasing advanced open tickets to allow utmost 
flexibility thereby better accommodating the traveler. 

As per claim 2, Walker et al. teaches the claimed wherein the identifier comprises an 
alpha-numeric sequence. This feature is met by the seat allocation database (245, Fig. 2) that 
includes each flight identified by a flight number with a departure date (see: column 10, lines 7 
15). 

As per claim 3, Walker et al. teaches the claimed plurality of non-geographic flight 
parameters include at least two of the following: a date, a time, a flight number, and a seat 
number. This limitation is met by the flight schedule database (240, Fig. 2) that contains flight 
information including departure date, flight number and flight times and the seat allocation 
database (245, Fig. 2) that contains seat information (see: column 7, lines 35-41 and column 10, 
lines 13-15). 

As per claim 4, Walker et al. teaches the claimed plurality of non-geographic flight 
parameters further comprise one or more unspecified non-geographic flight parameters. The 
unspecified-time tickets meet this feature, by incorporating flexibility regarding the origin (if 
there are one or more airport in the area local to the traveler) and the destination (is there more 



Application/Control Number: 09/409,242 Page 7 

Art Unit: 3626 

than one airport accessible for the traveler's ^ultimate destination) to select the best flight at a 
certain price. The origin and destination of the unspecified-time tickets are all examples of the 
geographic flight parameter (see: column 12, lines 28-44). 

As per claim 5, Walker et al. teaches the claimed one or more unspecified non- 
geographic flight parameters comprise a range of possible values from which the one or more 
unspecified non-geographic flight parameters may be selected. This feature is met by the 
forecasted demand analysis database (230, Fig. 2) that contains information on each selling price 
for each fare for a given flight (see: column 7, lines 45-49). 

As per claim 6, Walker et al. teaches the claimed plurality of geographic flight 
parameters comprise a departure location and a destination location. This limitation is met by the 
viewing of special fare listing information including specified destination location from a 
specified departure location (see: column 2, lines 30-35). 

As per claim 7, Walker et al. teaches the claimed dependence between two or more of the 
plurality of geographic flight parameters. The unspecified-time tickets meet this feature, by 
incorporating flexibility regarding the origin (if there are one or more airport in the area local to 
the traveler) and the destination (is there more than one airport accessible for the traveler's 
ultimate destination) to select the best flight at a certain price (see: column 12, lines 28-44). 

As per claim 8, Walker et al. teaches the claimed dependence comprises a maximum 
distance between the destination location and the departure location. The unspecified-time tickets 
meet this feature, by incorporating flexibility regarding the origin (if there are one or more 
airport in the area local to the traveler) and the destination (is there more than one airport 
accessible for the traveler's ultimate destination) to select the best flight at a certain price. The 
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origin and the destination (distance) of the airports are all taken into consideration when placing 
a traveler aboard a flight (see: column 12, lines 28-44). 

As per claims 9-11, Walker et al. teaches the claimed dependence comprises a 
geographical region from which the departure location must be selected for a specified 
destination and the destination must be selected for a specified departure location. These features 
are met by viewing a list of special fares to a specific destination location and a specific 
departure location regarding a specific route (see: column 3, lines 12-23 and column 4, lines 38 
42). 

As per claim 14, Walker teaches the claimed printed receipt, the printed receipt including 
a first part for presentation to an airline and a second part for a customer's records, the printed 
receipt including, in printed form, the unique identifier, the plurality of non-geographic flight 
parameters, and the plurality of geographic flight parameters (see: column 6, lines 27-32). 

As per claim 15, Walker teaches the claimed wherein said processor is further configured 
to issue an electronic receipt including, the identifier (see: column 15, lines 34-52). 

As per claim 16, Walker teaches the claimed wherein the electronic receipt is an email 
receipt (column 5, lines 49-54). 

11. Claims 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
No. 5,897,620 to Walker et al. in view of U.S. Patent No 5,953,705 to Oneda 

As per claim 12, Walker et al. teaches a system and method to create and sell 
unspecified-time airline tickets corresponding to a special fare (see: column 2, lines 25-29). 

Walker et al. fails to teach the claimed configured to store data on a machine-readable, 
tangible medium. 
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Oneda teaches an airplane ticket system using IC cards (38, Fig. 2C) that are wallet-sized 
with a magnetic stripe (300, Fig. 2B) and a ten-key portion (308, Fig. 2B) for inputting a 
personal identification code (see: column 7, lines 66 to column 19). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to include the airplane ticket IC cards with a magnetic stripe as 
taught by Oneda within the unspecified-time airline tickets as taught by Walker et al. with the 
motivation of securing the identification of a traveler, thereby providing a fast and efficient way 
of for a traveler to board their flight. 

As per claim 13, Walker et al. teaches a system and method to create and sell 
unspecified-time airline tickets corresponding to a special fare (see: column 2, lines 25-29). 

Walker et al. fails to teach the claimed machine-readable, tangible medium stores an 
encoded representation of the identifier. 

Oneda teaches an airplane ticket system using IC cards (38, Fig. 2C) that are wallet-sized 
with a magnetic stripe (300, Fig. 2B) and a ten-key portion (308, Fig. 2B) for inputting a 
personal identification code (see: column 7, lines 66 to column 19). Oneda also teach an IC card 
portion (3 12, Fig. 2C) on the IC card (38, Fig. 2C), which the Examiner considers to be similar 
to a bar code. 

The motivation for combining the respective teachings of Walker et al. and Oneda are 
discussed above in the rejection of claim 12, and incorporated here. 

Response to Arguments 
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12. Applicant's arguments filed 10/10/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant's arguments will be addressed hereinbelow in the order in which they 
appear in the response filed 10/10/05. 

(A) In the remarks Applicants argue in substance that, (1) Hawaii Air does not disclose a 
system by which a processor receives identifier submitted by a customer, generates signals used 
to present actual flights offered by participating airlines available for selection by the customer 
based on geographic and non-geographic flight parameter stored in a record, and books a flight 
as selected by the customer from among the presented flights; and (2) Neither Walker nor 
Hawaii Air teaches or suggest a system that present a customer with actual flight information for 
selection by the customer in booking a flight. 

(B) In response to Applicants argument that, (1) Hawaii Air does not disclose a system by 
which a processor receives identifier submitted by a customer, generates signals used to present 
actual flights offered by participating airlines available for selection by the customer based on 
geographic and non-geographic flight parameter stored in a record, and books a flight as selected 
by the customer from among the presented flights. The Examiner respectfully submits Walker et 
al teach a CPU (305, Fig. 3) that is coupled to an electronic mail processor (322, Fig. 3) for 
processing and storing e-mail message transmitted between the CPU (305, Fig. 3) and the 
various travel agents, airlines and the like (see: column 7, lines 61-65). In addition, Walker et al. 
teach a processor in communication with a memory device, where the processor is configured to: 
create a list for air travel, make special fare list available, determine which flight satisfy the user 
request, select a particular flight and provide notification of flight information (see: column 22, 
lines 32-47). In an alternative embodiment, Walker et al. also teaches traveler could directly 
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receive a verification code and which could be use to pick up a ticket at the airline's desk prior to t 
departure (see: column 15, lines 40-49). The Examiner considers that the transmission of 
information to the various travel agents, airlines and the like as generating a signal of flight 
information from participating airlines, and Walker further teaches that this information can be 
sent directly to the traveler. 

(C) In response to Applicants argument that, (2) Neither Walker nor Hawaii Air teaches 
or suggest a system that present a customer with actual flight information for selection by the 
customer in booking a flight. The Examiner respectfully submits that Walker et al. teach a 
processor in communication with a memory device, where the processor is configured to: create 
a list for air travel, make special fare list available, determine which flight satisfy the user 
request, select a particular flight and provide notification of flight information (see: column 22, 
lines 32-47). This clearly indicates that actual flight information is displayed for selection by the 
traveler to book a flight. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Robert W. Morgan whose telephone number is (571) 272-6773. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 a.m. - 5:00 p.m. Mon - Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Thomas can be reached on (571) 272-6776. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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